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1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tlie fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on March 
23, 2009 has been entered. 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification sliall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 9-16 are rejected as failing to define the invention in the manner required 
by 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 

These claims are replete with indefinite language for which its intended meaning 
is not understood and narrative in form setting forth functional or operational language 
for which there is insufficient structural recitation to warrant its presence. For example: 
claim 9, line 6 "via an elongated", line 10 "via a wire", line 1 1 "being horizontally inserted 
into", line 12 "via a guide" and "provided in the", line 28 "is passed through"; claim 10, 
line 4 "via a first" , line 5 "is screwed from", line 7 "penetrating the guide part" and "to be 
passed through"; claim 11, line 6 "sandwiching the projecting", line 7 "is screwed 
through"; claim 12, line 3 "is screwed", line 4 "is screwed from an opening side"; claim 
13, line 5 "by sandwiching the", lines 6-7 "is screwed through"; claim 14, line 2 "is 
installed in the frame body", line 3 "formed in the", lines 4-6 "a latched state of the 
latching mechanism is released by raising an operating member", however, the 
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operating member lias not been a claimed element; claim 15, line 3 "a defined range in 
the frame body"; claim 16, lines 3-4 "at a position wherein the latching mechanism is 
installed", line 6 "slidably inserted into the", line 7 "a receiving hole formed in the"; line 8 
"comprises an operating member" which appears to be a double recitation of claim 14 at 
line 5 which refers to an operating member and as such clarification is required. 

The structure which goes to make up the device must be clearly and positively 
specified. The structure must be organized and correlated in such a manner as to 
present a complete operative device. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 9-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over JP 
2002-371776 in view of JP 3057007 and Hoshiyama (U.S. Patent No. 5,351,737). 

JP 2002-371776 discloses a sliding screen door 22 having an end secured to a 
vertical frame member 21a and the other end attached to an operating doorframe 23, 
wires 24a-d, a counter weight 26, a spring member 29, and a latch mechanism 27. 

While JP 2002-371776 does not disclose the use of a wire adjusting mechanism, 
JP 3057007 discloses a sliding screen door which employs the use of a wire adjusting 
mechanism 1 ,5,7,1 1 ,9,3,15, wherein, to incorporate this teaching into the sliding screen 
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door of JP 2002-371 776 for the purpose of accommodating openings of various widths 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary sl<ill in the art. 

While JP 2002-371776 does not set forth the particular manner it which the 
screen is secured to the vertical frame member, Hoshiyama discloses a sliding screen 
door comprising a screen 13 having an endplate 14 detachably mounted to a frame 
member 3,8, wherein, to incorporate this teaching into the sliding screen door of JP 
2002-371776 for its explicit purpose would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. 

4. Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over JP 
2002-371776 in view of JP 3057007 and Hoshiyama (U.S. Patent No. 5,351,737) as 
applied to claims 9-13 above, and further in view of JP 2002-357068. 

While JP 2002-371776 does not disclose the use of a latching mechanism 
including a receiving hole, JP 2002-357068 discloses a sliding door comprising a 
latching mechanism including a receiving hole 15,13a, wherein, to incorporate this 
teaching into the sliding door of JP 2002-371776, as modified by JP 3057007 and 
Hoshiyama, for its explicit purpose of securing the sliding door would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

5. The applicant states that the Office Action has not identified in what way the 
objected to phrases render the claim scope unclear to one skilled in the art familiar with 
the present specification and the applicants consider that the meaning of these phrases 
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would have been understood by one skilled in the art familiar with the present 
specification and, in the absence of an explanation of the basis for their alleged lack of 
clarity, respectfully request that this rejection be withdrawn. This is not convincing for 
the Office Action clearly states that the exemplified examples are narrative in form 
setting forth functional or operational language for which there is insufficient structural 
recitation to warrant its presence and further contain language for which its intended 
meaning is not understood. In traversing the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112 the applicant 
is to address each of the examples of indefiniteness as identified by the Examiner and 
provide a further explanation for each of the examples clarifying its intended meaning 
and identifying the structure of which they are intended to encompass. See 37 CFR 
1.111. 

The applicants argue that the prior art fails to teach the claimed subject matter, 
particularly the claimed longitudinal sliding groove slidably housing the guide part and 
the adjusting member "and opening in a direction facing the screen." This is not 
convincing for Hoshiyama discloses the frame members 3,8 as having longitudinal 
sliding grooves which open in a direction facing the screen. Note figures 2,8,13 of 
Hoshiyama which clearly depict such features. 

The applicants argue that Hoshiyama discloses a supporting member 14 to 
which the screen 13 is attached with the supporting member 14 housed in a supporting 
portion 8 (Fig. 2) and state that this teaching is irrelevant to the claims since the 
supporting portion 8 does not house a guide part and an adjusting member of a wire 
adjusting mechanism, nor does the supporting member 14 cover the non-existent guide 
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part and adjusting member. Tliis is not convincing for one cannot show non- 
obviousness by attacl^ing tlie references individually where as here the rejections are 
based on a combination of references. 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to David M. Pure! whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6833. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Katherine Mitchell, can be reached at (571 ) 272-7069. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/David M Purol/ 
David M Purol 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3634 
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